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1:  See responses to Comment 53-16 and 14-11 for discussions of depletion schedules and Arizona shortages.



2:  See responses to Comment 53-16 and 14-11 for discussions of depletion schedules and Arizona shortages.


3:  See responses to Comment 53-16 and 14-11 for discussions of depletion schedules and Arizona shortages.



4:  As stated in Chapter 2 of the FEIS, the Secretary will continue to apportion water consistent with the applicable provisions of the Decree.  The Secretary will also honor forebearance arrangements made by various parties for the delivery of surplus water or reparations for future shortages.



5: As described in Section 3.3.3.4, the magnitude of the shortage to CAP was strictly a modeling assumption.  The Colorado River Basin Project Act provided California with a 4.4 maf priority over CAP diversions.
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6:  See response to Comment 56-32, regarding reparations.



7:  See response to Comment 56-32, regarding reparations.



8:  See response to Comment 33-3.




9:  See response to Comment 53-16 for a discussion of depletion schedules.





10:  Comment noted.  The evaluation of  Arizona's  groundwater banking programs is outside the scope of  this project.


11: No cumulative impacts have been identified for the issues raised in this comment.  Note that potential effects on water users in Arizona are identified in Section 3.4 of the EIS.


12:  We have modified the reference to reductions in times of shortage in the third paragraph on page 3.4-15, to recognize that in Arizona a reduction in the amount of Colorado River water available to fourth priority users would be shared pro rata among CAP and non-CAP entitlement holders.




